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Domitian in a.d. 85. The eleventh consulship did not
extend to the year 86. It will also be observed that the
medallion bears the titles of " Germanicus " and " Cen-
sor." Both these titles occur first on the coins in a.d. 845
with his eleventh consulship.49 Domitian assumed the
former after his war against the Catti, and is said to have
celebrated a triumph, for which he is satirised by
Tacitus/0 whilst according to Dion Cassius^ he did not
even see an enemy.51 This title, however, occurs upon all
his subsequent coins, as well as the legend GEKMANIA
CAPTA, with appropriate types of the defeated country.52
49 M. Cohen (vol. i. p. 400, note) has called attention to the
following fact:— " The Cabinet of Coins at Paris possesses a
plated coin with the legend IMP. CAES. DOMIT. AVG.
GERM. V. («V»),and on the reverse IMP. VIII. COS. X. CENS.
POT. P.P. Though I believe that this is the same piece that
Morell has given with the date I INI P. VII., as this last coin
is not in the Cabinet of Coins, if the forger has not put in error
COS. X. instead of COS. XI., this would be the only example
known of the title of Censor given to Domitian during his
tenth consulship. See Eckhel, vol. vi. p. 379."
60 " Inerat conscientia, derisui fuisse nuper falsum e Ger-
mania triumphum, emptis per commercia, quorum habitus et
erines in captivorum speciem formarentur," Vzt. Agric. 39.
See for similar sneers at Caligula for his pretended invasion of
Britain, Tac. Agrio. 13; Hist. iv. 15 ; Suet, in Calig. 4:7. Cf.
" triumphati magis quam victi." Tac. Gferm. 37.
51	" *Etf0rpar£Vffafi   $e ele rijv Teppaviav kol firiff Icopajcaie  ttov
Trotajuov, eTraj^Kf." Ixvii. 4.    He also called the month Sep-
tember, Germanicus (Suet, in Dom. 13 ; Macrob. Sat. 1).
52	Merivale (Hist, of the Rom, under the Empire, vol. vii. p. 9 3,
note) expresses a doubt of there being any triumph at all at this
time, adding that Eusebius (ann. 91) records only one triumph,
" Domitianus  de Dacis .et Germanis  triumphavit;"  and that
therefore Suetonius, who says in one place (in Domit. 6) " de
Chattis Dacisque duplicem triumphant egit," and in another
(in DomiL 13), " post duos triumphos Germanici  nomine as-
sumpto," must be in any case in the latter assertion in error,
as we know from coins that this title first appears in a.d. 84.
Tacitus would appear to have been misled by its assumption
after the campaign of 84

